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DIRE(qORS WESTERN CANAL WATER DISTRICT

Jltly 17, 1997

Cindy Darling

CALFED BAY-DELTA Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95g14

Re: Proposal in Response to RFP 1997 Category HI Ecosystem Restoration Projects and

Dear Ms. Darling:

Enclosed herewith arc ten (10) copies of the Western Canal Water District’s Proposal for
their Butte Creek Siphon and Dam Removal Project, requesting $413,$00 in su@plementai
funding.

As you are aware~ This is one of the two projects chosen for funding in the 1996
CALFED Category III fuuding oychi. As you will see in the proposal, the project cost" as bid" is
higher than the original budget by some $1,240,621. Each of the three major funding partners in
the pro)oct are being asked to increase their contribution.

The project is about 40% completed at this time, and appears to be on schedule. Many
groups have visited the project, and are impressed with the cooperative effort to restore 18.5
miles of Bntte Creek to natural conditions by rome\brig four dams in Butte Creek.

If our proposN is approved for funding, please ~(we consideration to recommending that
the existing Agreement No 10265 with Metropolitan Water District of Southern Calit’omia on
behalf of the California Urban Water Agencies be simply amended to a new ceiling of $3,152,540.
This contract is now functioning well in re-in~bursing the Diat~5ct as construction costs are paid
each month. This wottld be more eNcient than a new contrtact through DWR.

Thank you for your consideration of this great projeat..

Sincerely,

Gary N. Bro~vn
General Manager
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WESTERN CANAL WATER DISTRICT

BUTTE CREEK SIPHON

AND ASSOCIATED IMPROVEMENTS

WESTEILN CANAL WATER DISTRICT,
A CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT AND PUBLIC AGENCY
P.O. BOX 190 RICHVALE’, CA 95974 PHONE: (916) 342-5083
FAX: (916) 342-8233 TAX I.D. # 64-0046277

PROJECT MANAGER: GARY N. BROWN
TECHNICAL CONTACT: CH2M HILL ENGINEERS, REDDING, CA

PARTICIPANTS/COLLABORATORS IN IMPLEMENTATION
* CALIFORNIA DEPT. OI~ P[SH & GAM~
* U.S. FISIq[ & WILDLIFE SERVICE
* U.$. BUREAU OF RECLANIATIO!~
* CALIFORNIA URBA~N WATEb~ AGE~NCIE~
* METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
* 5~ARC REISNER, AUTHOR
~ WCWD LANDOWNERS
* CALFED BAY DELTA PROGRAM

RFP PROJECT GROUP: CONSTRUCTION
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Ill. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

a. Project Description and Approach

The Butte Creek Siphon and Associated Improvements Project is a cooperative effort te construct
an inverted siphon and associated delivery system improvements which will allow removal of
four unscreened diversion dams in Butte Creek to enhanc~ fish passage and augment Butte Creek
Flows wtfile mnintaining water deliveries to existing District customers. The project is currently
trader construction with two separate contrscts (one for the slphon, sad the ether for associated
improvements). The details of the two bid packages can be visualized by reviewing the design
drawing ~dex for each package labeIed EXHIBIT A and B.

Tile major features of the project are:                                .
1.    Demolition ~a’xd removat of two WCWD dazns, McGowan dana and MePherrin

dam (also known as Howard Slough dam), all of which are unscreened diversions.
2. Construction of an inverted siphon approximately 850 feet in length under Butte

Creek, to continue to deliver up to 1,000 c£s of irrigation water from the Feather
River to some 26,000 acres of the District’s service area located on the west side
of Butte Creek.

3. Construction of new control structures and delivery’ canals to replace the delivery
capability lost due to the remov~l of the District’s two dams.

4. Construction era facility to allow delivery of District’s Feather River water
Butte Creek to angment fish flows while providing fall water to the Butte Sink
Dank Clubs per the 1922 Agreement.

5. Construction of facilities to connect the Calilbrnia Department offish and
Game’s Llano Seco Refi~ge to the Western Canal Water District system. This
water will replace water previously diverted at the Parrott Phelan dam, and leave
more water in Butte Creek.

6. Construction of a new canal, 9800 feet long, from Little Butte Creek through the
CDF&G Howard Slough Unit Refuge to serve the refuge and other lands to the
south, previeusly served by water diverted at McGowan and McPherrin dams.

7. In cooperation vdth Richvale Irrigation District, construction of a check and
diversion structure on Little Dry Creek Overflow charmel, construction of 3,600
fbet of new cazral on Hat~s Prope~-ty, and amaexat~on to the District the I~r~ds of
Harris and McPherrin (1,400 ac.).

b. Location and Boundaries el’Project

Western Canal Water Distr~et, a California Water District, was formed on December 18, 1984,
~en District landowners voted to acquire it from PG&E, and cIcet it°s first Bo~d of Directors.
The Predecessor to PG&E was the Great Westera Power Company, who developed the Feather
River for hydro-electric ~eneration and constructed the diversion on the river to deliver water to
the ca~al, providing surl’ace waler delivery to a service area of about 59,000 acres. The District
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is the most northerly of the Feather River diverters, and serves lands Jn both Butte and Glenn
counties. A District boundary map is attached as EXHIBIT C. A map depicting the locations of
Butte Creek, Feather River, and Yuba River, Including the dmrm is shown in EXHIBIT D.

Butte Creek traverses some 18 miles through the District in a south westerly direction and
divides it so that 43%, or 26,000 acres are wast of Butta Creek, and 57%, or 34,000 acres are on
the east side. The District’s main canal crosses Butte Creek by using a check dam and a main
channel dam on the creek. The back-water provided by the dams providas low-lift pumping of
irrigatiun water to a large pot(ion of lands to the north of the main canal, as well as the District’s
Highline canal.

c. Expected Benefits

Butte Creek is recognized as the Sacramento River tributary with the Iargest population of native
Spring-tun chinook salmon, ~md also the stream with greatest potential to sustain the species
through restoration projects. The WCWD Butte Creek Siphon and Associated Improvements
Project will have significant short mad long-term benefits to the resident and artadromous aquatic
species, espeeislly the Spring-run chinook salmon and Steelhead trout. These expected benefits
include:

1. Complete removal of 1he Pour dams will provide unrestricted up-stremxa passage of
ix:turning adult spawners, without the stress of ladders.

2. Immediate elimination of losses of out-migrating juvenile salmon which may have
been lost te large ariscreaned diversions.

3. Improved, more natural habitat in "d~e creek and ix the riparima habitat.
4. Un-interrupted water delivery to District landowners at all times of the year

without fear ofendangerlng migrating fish.
5. FMl-rtm salmon adults will not huve access to the caunls, and Little Butte Creek,

preventing their loss as strays.
6. Un-restricted fish passage through 18 miles of PuRe Creek without fear of

unscreened diversions or difficult fish ladders.
7. Providing water to th~ CDF&G Llano Seco Refuge with Feather River water wilt

result in addilional water flowing in Butte Creek that would have been diverted at
the Pa~xot~ Phelan dmn.

8. Removal of the ~-bur dams will rcsuIt in lower O&~’~ costs because we will not be
maintaing screens and ladders.

9. The District, CDF&G mid McPheri:m will eliminate the liability of dam
ownership.

10. The project will be a major contributor to the eventual restoration of this very
important effort to protect and restore Spring-run chinook sslmon in Butte Creek.

11 The ability to provide fall water for rice straw incorporation and waterfowl habitat
without major concerns about the affect on nligradng fish is a definite benefit for
agriculture, fish and waterPowh

2
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This complex project, involving comprehensive cooperative efforts by many
Federal, State, District and interested organizations, will be an example tbr other~
to ~’ollow.

d. Background and Binlogicai/Technical Justification

Butte Creek has been identified as a critical spawning stream for the Spring-rm~ chinook salmon.
It is one of the three Sacramento River tributaries (Deer, and Mill Creek) with Spin, g-run
populations and sustainable habitat. ]’he CDF&G, lnland Fisheries Division, in their February 1,
1996 Special Repor~ to the Fish and Game Commission~ entitled Status of Actiotts to Restore
Central Valid’ Spring-run Salmon, indicate that Butte creek has a high priority potential for
restnration.

The Draft Anadrornnus Fish Restoration Plan (prepared trader authority of the Central Valley
Improvement Act), ranks the Butte Creek Siphon and dam reinoval project as High Priority.
The AFRP goes on to say in footnote, "Although this action address fish passage, it is assigned a
high priority because the removal of the Western Canal Dams and the construction of~e
Western Canal Siphon returns the stream to natural conditions and enhances anMromous
salmonid access to spawning habitats." 3-he same footnote applies to removal of the McOowan
and McPherfin dmns, also ranked High Priority.

The Categol~- lIl Steering Committee recommended this project for funding as one of two
projects approved for fanding in the ~ 996 funding cycle, indicating that it is a greoX project which
meets the CALFED Bay-Delta Category IIl objectives.

The project construction began Msy 27, 1997, and is more than 25% complete as of Jmae 20,
1997. A sunnnary of all Task Order expenditures as of July 10, 1997 is attached as EXHIBIT E.

e. Proposed Scope of Work

The project as approved and c~rrently under construction is hereby proposed for
anpplemental Category llI binding.

f. Monitoring and Dala Evaluation

To determine the effective~ess office project, the District will cooperate and coordinate with
USF&WATER SPECIALTIES in their Comprehensive Assessment and Monitoring Program
(CAMP).

G, lmplementability

All envirottmental reviews and reports have heart completed. All permits i~acessary for the
consl’metion have been obtained, m’~d all easements have been acquired.
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IV. BUDGET COSTS

The budget established for the project in early spring of 1996, and proposed to the three funding
partners 0,VCWD, Dept. Of Interior, and Category III) was $8,217,000. The bids were opened
Jinx]Feb 1997, andtheprojectbudgethadtobe]ncreasedto $9,757,661. The progression ofco~
elements over time is sho~na in EXHIBIT F.

Following bid opening, the District embarked on a "Cost Containment" exercise to lower the
project cost. The resulting Change Order No. 1 to bid package No. 2 resulted in a reduction of
$300,040.

The revised funding level for the project is now $9,457,621, or $1,240,621 over the originally
fi.mded project budget of $8,217,000.

The project budget is broken dov, na into eight Task Orders, approved in the original Categott, HI
agreement. The budget by Task Order is shown in EXHIBIT G.

The Agreement No. 10265, dated August 1, 1996, between the Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California and Western Canal Water District was for a grant of funds from fire
California Urban Water Agencies (CUWA) Category III aanomtt. The grant was in the atootmt
of $2,739,000, and represented one-third of the 1996 budget project cost of $8,217,000.The
remaining two-thirds of funding came equally foma Department of the Interior and WCWD. The
sul~ieet agreement provides for a cap of $2,739,000 fuward thq project.

The original funding and the requested ftmding ia shown as f011ows:

WCWD $2,569,000 $2,982,541 $413,541
TRACY PUMPS

$2,739,000 $3,152,541 $413,54i

CVPIA $2,739,000 $3,152,540 $413,540

CALFED CAT III
TOTALS

This request for supple~antal f~ndi~g tln-ough the CALFED BAY-DELTA CATEGORY I11
1997 Ecosystem Restoration Program is in the mnomlt of~ The Department of Interior,
our other fm~ding partner, has been asked to increase their grant as well. WCWD has eormnitted
$413,541 in additional fimds toward the project in the original spirit of the three-way landing
arrangement.

The schedule for project completian and related cash flow requirements are shown for the final
budget of $9,457.621 in EXHIBIT H.
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V. APPLI CANT QUALIFICAI~IONS

Project management is provided by Western Canal Water District. The District’s
Secretary/Manager, Gat?~ N. Brown, has 28 years of water district management experience,
including many construction prt~ject.~ utilizing Federa2 and State ftmdilag sources. 23ae project
was designed by the Engineering Consulting firm of CH2M HILL, of Redding, California.
Construction Managemer~t Services are being provided by CH2M HILL as well.

The successful contractor on bid package No. 1, is Ray Yoney and Associates of Redding,
California. The successful bidder c~n bid package No. 2, is T & S Construction, of 8am~anento,
California. Both contractors are very. competent, and construction is progressing well.

VI. COMPLIANCE WITH STANIIARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS

We have reviewed the terms and conditions applicabIe to dais proposal, ~nd are in agreement
with the tcrms and conditions shown. These are similar to those now in effect for finis project.
Attached are the following completed forlns:

1. Non-Discrimination Compliance

2. Non-Collusion
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EXHIBIT "(
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EXHIBIT
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4/22/97
GNB WESTERN CANAL WATER DISTRICT
FINAL BUTTE CREEK SIPHON AND ASSOCIATED IMMPROVEMENTS PF~OJECT

PROJECT BUDGET BASED ON TACKS (AC 81D WITH CONTINGENCY )

TASK.# DESCRIPTIO~N SUB-TOTA_L BUDGET
0 feasibility studies and work prior to 8/1/96

A. WCWD feasib[Idy study $ 90,129
B. USBR fish passage study $ 130,000
C,. Som~ geotechnical $ 14,988
13. Some any/re/permitting $ 32,963
E. Pre-design engineering $ 219,5(30

$ 487,578.         $ 487,878

1 Final Design f=ng[aeering $ 507,795 $ 507,795

2 Completion of environolental & pemlitting $ 65,8(38 $ 65,808

3 Conslruct newwell @ 1048 F $ 100,000 $ 100,900

4 WCWD projecl administration $ 20,000 $    20,000

~ngr, Coast. Mgt, Svcs $ 400,000 $ 400,000

Bid Pkg, No, I Construolie~] $3,837,100 $ 3,837,1(30

Bid Pkg. No, 2 Construotion $ 4fJ~4,350 $ 4,064,380

All Other Pro~, Related
ROW Acquis[tiion $ 127,500
Share MaPherdn on-site fllqprovments $ 37,500
Annexation costs - McPherdn & Harris $ 80,000
Habitat Mitigation $ 30,000

$ 275,000 $ 275,000

TOTAL $ 9,757,8~1

EXHIBIT "G"
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NoNCOLLUSION AFFIDAVIT TO BE EX]~CLrFED BY .
BIDDER AND SUBMITTED WITH BID FOR PUBLIC WORKS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA                    )

COUNTY OF Butt~

Brown ’ .__ , being first duly sworn, de,doses and

the party making the foregoing b~d that ~e bid is net made in ~£ [n~erest of. or on behalf of, any
undisclosed ~erson, partnership, comply, ~s~{ati~n, org~tloh.; ov co~ratioa; ~at ~e bid {s genuine
and not. collusive or sham; that d~e bidder has no~ di;ectly or ~dlre~tly ~duced or solicited any o~ec
b{dder to put in a false ~h~ bid, znd has ~ot direm~y or indDectly colluded, compired, co.red, ~r
agreed widt a~y bidder or ~yone else ~o put N a s~ bid, or ~at myone shall re~ain from bidd~g; that
~he bidder ha~ not in any manner, directly or ~dlrect]y, sought by agreement, co~uNcation, or
conference with anyone [o fix ~e bid price of~e bidder or any o~er bidder, or to f~ ~y overhead,
profit, or cost elemen[ of ~e bid ~rice, or of ~at of any o~er bidder, or to secure any advaaag~ agai~t
dm public body awarding the contrac~ of anyone ~teres:ed ~ ~= proposed contract; ~a~ atl s~tcmeaa
conmined in ~he bid are tree; and, N~heg, ~at ~e bidder has not, directIy or indlrectly, submiued his or
her bid price or any breakdown ~hereof, or th~ contents ~ereof, or di~lged iMo~a:ion or dam ~elative
thereto, or paid, and w{ll not pay. any lee’to any co~ora~ion, pannership, company, asociation,
organization, bid deposhow, or to any member or agen: ~ereof to effectuate a collusive or sh~ bid.

D~TED: Jtme 24, 1997

(Not~by P~blic)
(Notarial Seal)
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;,;OHDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

Western Canel Water District

~ne company named abo’ve (hereinaf’~r refened to as "prospective contractor") hereby certifies, u~J.ess
specifically exempts!, compliance with Oovernalent Code Section 12990 (a-f) and California Code of
Re~lations, ’Iitle 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reporting requirements and the
development, implementation and maintenance era NondiscrimLnation Program. Prospective conwac:or
a~s net to unlawfu!ly discO_rain, ate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for

emplo?~:nt because of sex, race, color, anctswy, rel2gious creed, national origin, disability (including
HIV and AIDS), medlcai condldon (cancer), age, mari ,t~l stares, derfial of far~y and medicaI care leave
and deni al of pregnancy disability leave.                    }

CERTIFICATION

the officia1 ~7Ted below, Aereby swear tlzat I dm duly authorized ~o legally bind the prospective

contractor to the above described certificazion. ~ am fully avaare tho~ this ceriification, executed on the

dn re arid in the cowffy beloN is zz~de under pem~lry of peuu~y uruJer t,~e lairs of the State of California.

June 24, 1997 Butte

Western Canal Water Dise~rict

Western Ca~al Water District
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